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Mr. Wilson 

While we share the general concern exDreSSed bv the IEA and others -
regarding tne ac6 of spec~f~c regardlng the imp,ementatlon onformat~on 

of a we~ght of evldence approach In mak~ng 303a l~st~ng/ael~stlng 

decisions as outlined in the current policy document we fully support 

the use of such an approach in principal. A critical component of this 

weight of evidence is the consideration of toxicitv and other biological 

data, a tnougn t nas oeen suggested oy some that tne state shouia forgo 

consiaerat on of toxicity data .n favor of chemistry a one, we strongly 

disagree with such a oosition. It is our understanding that the 303d~ 

1st & process IS to ~dent fy water bodles that are .mia.red for a 


aes~gnated benef.c~al Lse Many of the cLrrent aeslgnatea uenef cla 

uses re ate to tne abll~ty of a water body to s-pport hea tny aquatlc 

commJnlt es Whether or not a part c ~ l a r  conram~nantor pol Jant can 

be measured in a water bodv is not in of itself an indication of 

rnpairment Years of resea;ch nave been devoted to the toplc of ,sing 


cnem stry to predict mpacts In tne envlronment and the reso-na ng 

conclusion has been that chemistrv in of itself is onlv mar~inallv 

useful as a consequence of the many other factors tilat can cotitrol 

bioavailabilitv (and therefore the effects of the contaminants). In 

aaa tton, standaro anayte I sts inc l~ae only a 1m.teo sLoset of 

cnem ca s (I e , genera ly a few metals, PA&, and some chlor.nated 

organics): manv~of the ~esticides inciuded on standard analvte lists 

have not'been ;n use f i r  many years and newly emerging contaminants of 

concern (i.e., PBDEs) are generally not inciuded. Consequently, a 

reliance on chemistrv alorie or even using chemistrv as the orimaw 
' 
indication of impairment will likely resultin missing potentiilly 
impaired water bodies. BY using multiple lines of evidence and 
,nclualng 1orens.c approaches sich as TIES and other procedures t s 
possible to establ.sh: 1) wnetner a potent a lmpa rment ex st ana 2) 
delineate the Dotential causes of that imDairment. Therefore we 
strongly support the use of toxicity within a clearly defined weight of 
evidence aDDrOaCh relying on multiple lines of evidence (including -
chemistry,'tbxicity, anb other data) to support listing/delisting 
decisions. Please contact me should you have any questions regarding . 

our comments, thank you for your consideration. 


Sincerely, 

David W. Moore, PhD 
Aquatic Toxicology Practice Leader 
MEC.Weston Solutions 

,2433 Impala Dr. 
Car sbad, CA 92009 
Phone:760.931.8081 
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